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Cross-national research comparing unmarried cohabitation across contexts that vary
in its societal diffusion has tended to assign one predominant meaning to cohabi-
tation for a whole country. Overlooking the heterogeneity between individuals
in cohabiting unions leads to findings that challenge the validity of these typolo-
gies. Hiekel, Liefbroer, and Poortman (2014) propose a typology of meanings of
cohabitation based on how cohabiters currently view their union, as defined by self-
reported intentions to marry and attitudes toward the institution of marriage.

In Table 2, Hiekel et al. present the empirical classification of cohabiters into dif-
ferent types of cohabitation based on the response patterns to three indicators: mari-
tal intentions, attitudes toward the institution of marriage, and perceived economic
deprivation. The text on page 400 correctly states that the classification as “con-
formist” is based on positive intentions to marry as well as agreeing that marriage
is an outdated institution, while perceived economic deprivation is not considered.
In the said table, however, the indicator for the marital attitude is set on “No,” while
“Yes” would be correct. In sum, while the reported value on the variable in the table
is erroneous, the description of this type’s operationalization presented in the text
accompanying the table is correct. This erratum therefore contains a corrected ver-
sion of Table 2 of the original publication of the Hiekel et al. (2014) study.

The original article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s10680-014-9321-1.
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Table2 An empirical typology of different meanings of cohabitation based on three indicators

Intends to marry within Agrees that marriage is Has trouble
three years outdated making ends
meet

Prelude to marriage Yes No Not used®
Trial marriage No No No
Economic reasons No No Yes
Conformist Yes Yes Not used?
Refusal of marriage No Yes Not used?
Marriage is irrelevant No Neutral Not used®

“This indicator is not used to classify respondents in that type of cohabitation

In Table 3 on page 400, Hiekel et al. present the percent distribution of different
meanings of cohabitation including an entropy measure of variation for n=10
countries and n=9,113 cohabiters. The formula to obtain the entropy measure is
correct and can be found in footnote 1 on page 403. The reported results on the
entropy measure in the said table are not correct. The text that reports and interprets
the results on page 403 refers to the numbers of the correct calculation of the entropy
measures. In sum, while the reported numbers of the entropy measures in the table
are erroneous, the conclusions drawn and presented in the text accompanying the
table are correct.

Table 3 Percent (weighted) distribution of different meanings of cohabitation and measure of variation
(entropy), by country (n=9,113)

Western and Northern Europe Central and Eastern Europe

Aus- Ger- France Nor- Bul- Geor- Hun- Lithu- Roma- Russia
tria®  many way  garia gia gary ania  nia

Prelude to marriage 27.0 20.2 24.8 10.5 160 660 242 232 390 259

Trial marriage 152 264 193 293 1.7 5.7 134 8.1 52 9.8
Economic reasons 1.2 2.2 6.8 0.9 9.6 105 2.6 2.4 5.2 16.9
Conformist 179 21.0 215 205 323 21 19.3 13.6 4.8 14.5

Refusal of marriage 18.3 17.1 154 319 137 1.9 12.7 142 107 11.6

Marriage is irrel- 205 13.0 123 6.9 26.7 13.7 279 387 350 21.3
evant

Proportion cohabit- 30.2 122 19.7 230 108 142 13.6 114 53 15.4
ing of all co-

resident unions

Measure of varia-  0.71  0.72  0.75 066 069 048 0.71 0.67 0.62 0.75
tion of cohabi-

tation types

(entropy)

Total n 879 748 1,173 1,571 840 906 1,148 562 449 873

Table includes weighted percentages and unweighted number of cases

“Different age range (1845 years)
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This erratum therefore contains a corrected version of Table 3 of the original
publication of the Hiekel et al. (2014) study.
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